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Jiily 14, 2014 

VIA CI'^U'm'IKI) MAIL 

Mr. JclVS. .lordaii 
A.ssislanl CJcncral Coiin.scI 
I'ccicral RIection Commission 

Alln: Kim Coliin.s, Paralegal 
W) !•; Si reel, N.W. 
Wa.shinglon, DC 20463 

Re; MLIIl 6X25—Ke-snonse (i.f Tom MacArthiir Ibi: Coimres-s. liie. fRon Ciravino. 
Treasurer) 

Dear Mr. .lorcian: 

in a IVuiliess el lbrt lo rescue her favored candidate irom an election loss, a supporter of 
Toin MacArlhur's primary-election opponent Hied a frivolous complaint against 'fom MacArthur 
for Congress, Inc. (Ihe ''Commillec"). The complaint contends that a mass mailing distributed 
by the Commillec lacked sulTicicnl information to identify ils spon.sor.' 'fhi.s claim is withoul 
merit. 

Commission disclaimer rules arc designed lo '"insuic that the voters are fully inlbrined' 
about who is speaking" in a particular public communication.^ The Committee's mail piece 
provided more than enough information lo accomplish Ihis pitrpo.se. The Committee included in 
the mailer its logo, its ofHcial website address, its Racebook and Twitter accounls, its return 
mailing address, multiple pictures of Mr. MacArthur, and a message signed by Mr. MacArthur as 
'•Tom." 'fhis information was adct|ualc for the public, including the complainant, to easily 
identify the C'timmittcc as the mailer's sponsor. 

Any technical dcliciency in the mailer from a disclaimer perspective is irnmatcrial. fhe 
Commission has repeatedly allowed ad sponsors to present identifying information through 
alternative formats, so long as voters can discern a spon.sor's identity.' And the Commi.ssion has 
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' Mnllcr tliidur Itcvlew 682.S, Cunipliiiiil ill I. 

•' Cili/.en.s tjnilixi v. {'••wl. i\lociion ('oiiiin'ii. 558 U.S. 3 10, 315 (2010) ((|ii()liiig niickicv v. Valun. 424 U.S. I, 76 
d'y/fi)). • " • . • 

' .S'ci.'. ii.fi., I'ccl. l-lcclioii t'.'iiniin'n Adv. Op. 2004-10 (rccoBnizing lli:ii ii .spon.sor can idcnliry iiscil"sufficiently, even 

It'll docs mil "provide a riill disclosure sliitenieni In ilie prescribed iniinner"), I'cd. I'tlecllon C'oniin'ii A<lv. Op. 2004-

01 (allowing one candldiile lo speak Ibc ".stand by your iid" dl.sc.lalincr where ad real'iircd Iwo candidates), l-'ed. 

Election C'oinnrn Adv. Op. 1904-13 (allowing inultl-candldale video slate advertIseinent. to feature language nutslde 

specllled discliilnier rule). 
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an eslablishcci "practice"'' of declining to pursue disclaimer-rule complaints, where, as here, the 
alleged violation is minor.' Such an approach would be especially fitting in this instance, given 
that the Committee did not intentionally omit any information and that the Committee \y.ilJ 
endeavor to include all identifying statements in its fiiture communications. 

Because the Committee's mail piece contained information that allowed the public to 
readily identify it as the communication's sponsor, the Commission should find rio reason to 
believe that a violation occurred and should dismiss this Matter. 

Respectfully Submitted, 

Matthew T. Sanderson 
Caplin & Drysdale, Chartered 

•' Milder Under Itcview 6502 (Nctj. i:)enu)cralic Parly), Statement of Reasons of Viee Chair Wclntraiih and 
Conimissjoncrs Daiierly and Walllier al 1 n. 4. 

' .SVt', e.^., Matter Under Iteview 5712 (Seliwarzcneggcr), Matter Under Itevlew 6207 (DeSaiiinier), Matter Under 
Review 6126 (RSCC), MaUer Under Review 6377 (llariy Reid Votes, el at.). Matter Under Review 6415 (Kristi for 
Coiigre.s.s, «/. «/), Matter Under Review 66l5 (Save 9, el a!.). Matter Under Review 6633 (Republican Majority 
Ciinipaign PAC). 


